M09JUI » tiULaiBCH 



IN THE UlflTTO STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF HWIYUWD 









EERIX REDIE 

III Kouae Olivo Dr lv« 

RoxJola. Oatorio, Canada 

Plaintiff 

V. 

JURZ BAU3 

SlGj 43rd Avonuo 

l^aetavlll*, Kaiyland 

DafonJaat 



) 

) 

) 

> 

f 

) 

) 



Civil Aecion No. 13932 

fffdAffiFICD AID RELEASED BY 
Cfllf KAl MirEU IGEMCE A6EHCY 
iOURCeS METHODS EXEHPTI0N3BZB 
NAZ I WAR CRIHESOISCLOSliREACT 
’PAT! 2003 2006 



1 



ANSWER 
Firat Dcfonaa 

Tha cooplainc faila to ataco a eauaa of action aacitlins 
Cho plaintiff CO rollef. 

Second Dafonae 

1. DofandanC admita tha JuriadiccLoa of the court. Be 
adalta that tha plaintiff ia a raaldoot On'eario, Canada, and that 
the defendant ia a cltisen of the United Statea and a reaidenc of 
Prince Gaorgea County, Khryland. Ke also admita that ha ia and waa 
in 1963 the National Coegutndar . of the Legion of Eetonian Liharation, Inie.» 
and chat he ia a parson of responalhllity and InCagrity wbosa word is ' 
likely to be credited among officera of the ar(d lea various I 

branches, escepting, however, Alsksander Allikaa, Bloar Keerd, and ' 

August Euklans. | 

Defendant further adaite that tha plaintiff haa on serrernl 
occaalons ceae to the United States in the guise of a lecturer and 

. J 

exhibited a certain motion picture titled In english, '‘Creators of 
Legend," and, during the course of such lecture tours, has raised 
■ of money allegedly for the cause of Estonian liberation. The , 
defendant likaviao admits tha^ the le cture s af^_t^ .^ttro .. 

purport to dosoriba the plaintiff's asperiancos ao a partisan freedea 
fighter in Soviat occupied Estonia. ' 
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D«f6nd4nt furthor tdaiCa ehac on Novei^ar 9, 1963, ac 
a Bpaclal oaacln^ in cha City of N«v York of tha Board of tbo 
Losioa of SaconlAQ Libaracloa aad tha Board of cbo Laglon'a 
R«v York City branch. In cha preaanoa of othar board soabara, 
ha did aay chac ha vaa in poaaaaaion of raaponaibla Inf oma cion 
racalvad by hUa froa an official agaoey of cba.Unicad Scataa 
Covannenc Co cha affacc Chat tha plainciff ma a Sov^aC agant 
or collaborator and on that account ahould not racaiva cha 
eooparatioa of tha Lagion aad ita braacbaa durlitg cha plaLcciff'e 
toora of tba unicad Statoa. 

Tha d^aadaat alao adadta having apokan to ona Augnet Kuklaaa, 
an officer of tha Balticaora branch of tha Lagion of Baconian Libaxatico, 
in Bt^cantially cha cmso tanas as haratofora stated sad for sabotaaclally . 
cha Sana raasons on an oocasion aarliar than Choea apaeifiad in 
paragraphs 6 aad 7 of cha eonplaint. Uomvar, ha daaias making 
tha atatestents attributad to his as apaeifiad in those paragraphs. 

2. As. to each sad every other ostarial allagation of the 

I 

cm 9 lslnt the dafeadenC oithar dsnies thon or is wlthouC,kaovlodge 
or infonaaciott auf fie lane to fora a belief with raspoet tharato. 

Third Dafanaa 

The ottersnees asda by cha dafandsne chat ho had raoaived 
msponfilble Infornaticin froa an official agency of cha Onltad States 
Covarnasst to the affect that tha plaintiff vaa a Soviat agent or ^ 

eollaborncor vara true. 

I 

fourth Defense 

Tha dcfsud^c oade acatcaents ooncaraing cho plainciff only ' 
upon privileged occaalone to persona privileged to receive Chon, and 
sash' au^' ecatesaanc was ns^sTvit^out «3q>rass or actual oalice in ' 

furthsranca of tha defondant'e l&gittnats ducloa, rasponeibilitlss 
and offices. i : 

i 
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Fifth Defense 



The dofendant in spaaklng of cha plaintiff as ho did 
was exorcising his right of free speech guaranteed by the First 
AncndiaenC to the Constitution of the Ignited States. 

S ixth Defense 

The maintenance of the present action by the plalntLff 
is contrary to tha interest and public policy of the United States* • 

Seventh Defense 

The defendant was privileged to s^>eak of the plaintiff 
as be did* since the defendant was acting. as an appropriate officer 
of the Eetonien liberation movement. 

Eighth Defense 

The action, baaed upon a communication to August Kuklane, 
is barred by limitations. 



of counsel: 



''Washington 
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Washington 5, D. C. 



Attorneys for Defendant 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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copy^^ the foregoing answer was mailed, poccage prepaid* 



Co Ernest C. Raska^ukas, Esquire, 



1418 Maryland” Accorney fop^laiytlff': 



Attorney' for Defendant 
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Dof endanc. 
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NOTICE TO TAKE ORAL DEPOSITION • 
pl*ase take notice tbac Che defendant will tak^ the oral 
deposition of the plaintiff, Eerlk Heine, coouBenclng at 10;00 A.M., 



Tuesday, February 2d, I96S, In the of flees. of/ 
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J, ^pursuant to Federal Rules 

of Civil Procedure, before George M. Poe, Notary Public, or some 
other person authorised to administer an oath. 
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Attorneys for Defendant 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 






A copy fid the foregoing notice was mailed, postage prepaid, 



this*? day to Ernest C. Raskauskas, Esquire, 
1418 Ray Roao; Hyatts vllle, Maryland, Attorney fgr-plaintlf f . 



